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Progress of Christianity among the Jews. 
(Continued from page 6.) 


Notwithstanding that many scoffat the idea of Chris 
tianizing the Jews, and notwithstanding a wicked Jew, 
who has written on the subject in America, has called 
the society for promoting Christ'aaity among the Jews, ‘a 
set of contemptible Nazarenes,and their Master “a worth- 
less Nazarite” &c. yet great things are doi:.g among this 
long rebellious and long neglected people, for the ameli- 
oration of their moral condition. 

A seminary has been established for the purpose of in- 
structing Vissionartes to the Jews, and has received a 
considerable number of students for that purpose.—- 
Though of recent institution, the seminary has already 
sent out tivo labourers into the;field of Missionary opera- 
tion. | 

The great object of the society is steadily progressing 
in Holland. The directors of a jewish synagogue in Rot- 
terdam, have anplied for copies of all the tracts published 
by the London Society, especially those in which it is 
proved that Jesus is the Messiah. An institution has 
been formedat Amsterdam, under the jo‘it na 1agenent 
of Jews and Christians, for the education of the children 
of the poorer part of the Jewish populations 
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In Poland the operations of this benevolent society have 
been extensive, and are encouraged by great success. A 
translation of the New Testament into the Bolish He- 
brew, has been completed, by the Rev. N. B. Solomon. . 

A great number of religious Tracts, and other chr's- 
tian publications have been distributed among the Jews 
of Poland, and have been received with solicitude and 
gratitude, which make giving a pleasure. 

In Prussia, a society for promoting christianity among 

the Jews has been established at Berlin, under the express 
sanction of his Prussian Majesty, with Maj. Gen. Witz- 
leben, its President. 
.. In Germany, several important points are occupied by 
the society as Missionary stands, among the Jews of that 
country. At one of these, (Dresden,) a converted Jew, 
(Mr. Goldberg,) is appointed to labour with his national 
brethren. E.ven the Jewish Rabbins, in some places, are 
found to encourage their people to read the publications 
of the society. 

From Denmark, very pleasing intelligence has been re- 
ceived, respecting the state of the Jews in that quarter. 
‘The same is true of some parts of France and Italy. And 
so also, of Gibraltar, Madras and Malta. ‘To Jerusalem 
a converted Jew, Mr. Wolff, has gone as Missionary a- 
mong his brethren, the sons of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob. 
_ May thev speedily submit to the long rejected Jesus, 
as their great and promised Mesiah—their Prophet, their 


Priest'and their King, and through him obtain eternal 
salvation. 


VICARIOUS ATONEMENT OF CHRIST. 
Concluded from page 15. 


Now that this doctrine is true, will appear if we consider, 
1, Thatvan atonement for sin, or an effectval method to 
answer the demands of an offended God, is the first great 
blessing guilty man stood in need of, Mic. 6. 6. 7.—2. 
‘The very first discoveries of grace which were made to 
man after his fall implied in them something of an atone- 
ment for sin, anc pointed to the propitiation Christ has 
now made,Gen. 3. 15.—3. The train of ceremonies which 
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THE GOSPEL TRUMPET. ig 
were appointed by God in the Jewish Church are plain 
significations of such an atonement, 2. Cor. III. Col. I. 
7, 8, 9 Heb. X.—4, Some of the prophecies explain and 
confirm the first promise, and show that Christ was to 
die as an atoning sacrifice for the sins of men. Dan. IX. 
24, 26.—5. Our Saviour himself taught us the doctrine 
of the atonement for sins by his death. Matt. 20. 28. John 
6. 51. Luke 22. 19.—6. The terrors of soul, the conster- 
nation and inward agonies which our blessed Lord sus- 
tained a little before his death,were a sufficient proof that 
he eridured punishments in his soul which were due to 
sin. Mark. 14, 33. Heb. 5. 7.—7 This doctrine is decla- 
red, and confirmed, and explained at large by the Apos- 
tles in their writings. 1 Cor. 15. 3. Eph. 1.7. John 2. 2. 
—8, This was the doctrine that was witnessed to the 
world by the a sazing gifts of the Holy Ghost, which at- 
tended the Gosvel.—Dr. Watts. 





From the Wes, Rep. 
UNITARIANISM CONSIDERED. 
The following Letter was written to a Friend who had put a pam- ~ 
phlet into our hands entitled, “ Odjections to Unitarian Christiani- 
ty considered,” ‘from the Christian Disciple,’ with a request that 
we should make some remarks on it. 


Dear Sir, 

In compliance with your request, I now forward you 
afew observations on the pamphlet which you put into 
my hands. On the first topic which the author introdu- 
ces, viz. the Divinity of Christ, I beg leave to remark, 
that his views appear plausible enough, when supported 
by texts, which appear evidently to refer to the human 
nature of Christ. But what does his theory do with “the 
WORD which was in the beginning with God and was 
God? Who made all things, and without him was not any 
thing made that was made :”’ Of his being glorefied with 
the glory which he had with the Father before the world 
was; and of what he afarms of himself elsewhere ; name- 
ly, that no man hath ascended up into heaven, but he 
that came down (or heaven, even the Son of man who 
(at the time he here uttered these words) 1s in heaven. 
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Now how could this be true of Jesus Christ, however ple- 
nary his mspiration as a mere man? All that the “chris- 
tian Disciple” says of the divinity of Christ, is true of 
Moses, of tlijah, of John the Baptist, or of any other 
prophet, or apostle, in the same essential character, though 
in different degrees. And yet on page seven, he main- 
tains that Jesus is perfectly ‘‘adequate to the work of vur 
salvation,” and that ‘thzs death 1s an important means of 
our salvation.” -Now in what sense Jesus Christ is our 
Saviour, if in all respects, in every attribute, he be a mere 
man, I cannot well conceive; nor do I remember any ‘or- 
mal and specific statement upon this subject, in the writ- 
ings of any Unitarian which have fallen into my hands, 
It would appear that their writers have been more dexter- 
ous in wielding the controversial sword against what they 
have supposed to be defects i other systems of redemp- 
tion, than candid to avow fully their own. There may 
have been policy in this, Itis much easier to find fault 
than to substitute. They exhibit not the first examples, 
however, of a generalship which recognises the maxim 
that it is generally good policy to carry the battle into the 
enemy's territory. The author cites on page four, a num- 
ber of things, which are affirined in the scriptures, of our 
Lord in his incarnate character, (and which we understand 
of his human nature) which serve to establish a radical 
distinction between the Father, or if vou please, the God- 
head, and the human nature of the Saviour; and then vir- 
tually charges the denial of a distinction between God and 
Christ upon trinitarians as one of their obvious absurdi- 
ties. That the distinction here referred to, is between 
the Godhead entire, inclusive of every distinction in it, 
and the human nature of Christ, is probable from the con- 
sideration of what the question was, which was at issue, 
namely, whether Jesus was truly the Sent of God, or was 
acting on his own authority asa man, in a claim which he 
asserted of being himself the Messiah. To understand 
the Saviour in such cases, as well indeed as in all others, 
we must apply the maxim, which is as important with 
reference to a speaker as a writer; “in every work regard 
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the writer’s end.” Butifindeed it should be understood 
as including both his divine and human natures, it would 
involve no absurdity. ‘The scriptures assert that there is 
but one God; but they also give us sufficient intimation 
that there are three distinctions, (or if you please, for 
want of a better word) persons, in the Godhead. 

This only implies that three persons are one God ; and 
who can perce:ve a contradiction in this representation of 
a ‘Trinity in unity? We find no difficulty in conceiving 
of three divine persons, It is justas easy to conceive of 
three divine persons as of three human persons. No mar 
perhaps ever found the leastdifficulty in conceiving Of the 
Father as a distinct person from the Son, nor in conceiv- 
ing of the son as a distinct person from the Holy Ghost; 
nor in conceiving of the Holy Ghost as a distinct person 
from both the Father and the Son. But the only difficulty 
in this case lies in conceiving these three persons to be 
but one. And it is evident that no man can conceive 
three divine persons to be one divine person, any more 
than he can conceive three angels to be but one angel. 
But it does not hence follow that no man can conceive 
that three divine persons should be but one divine being. 
For if we only suppose that being may signify something 
different from person in the Deity, then we can easily 
conceive that God should be but one bet.g, and yet ex- 
ist in three persons. It is therefore utterly impossible for 
the most discerning mind to perceive a contradiction in 
the doctrine of the Trinity as here stated. There may 
be, for aught we know, an incomprehensible something 
in the one self-existent being, which lays a proper founda- 
tion for his existing a trinity In unity. 

We cannot suppose that the uncreated being should 
existin the same manner, in which we and other created 
beings exist. And if he exists ina manner diflerent from 
created beings, then his mode of existence must be to us 
mysterious. As creatures, we mustforever expect to re- 
main unacquainted with that mode of existence which ts 
peculiar to the Great Creator. To suppose that God 
does not exist in a manner absolutely mystertoys, to crea- 
tures, is virtually to deny his existence. 
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Now if you will look into John, ch. 10, v. 2, 17, 18, 
you will find the following words: ‘Therefore doth my 
Father love me because 1 lay down my life, that I might 
take it again. No man taketh it from me, but [ lay it down 
of myself. Ihave power to lay it down, and I have pow- 
er to take it again. ‘This commandment (not power) I 
have received of my Father.” Now if Christ had power 
to lay down his life, and power to resume it, and if this 
power was from himself, as he expressly declared, his 
nature and manner of existence must be radically different 
from that of all the mere creatures as being subjects of 
mortality. A being to whom this peculiar character Is 
applicable, must have a two-fold life ; one of which must 
be inherent, and the other adventitious. If the life of this 
being be wholly adventitious, he must exercise jpower in 
the reassumption of it, while he is absolutely destitute of 
that life which all power necessarily presupposes ; and 
thus exercise what he does not possess; which will end 
in a contradiction. But since this is utterly impossible, it 
follows that a being, who possesses the power to lay down 
his life and take it again, must have a life that is not ad- 
ventitious, <A life that is not adventitious must be essen- 
tial; and that life which is essential, and not adventitious, 
must be underived, and consequently it must be inde- 
pendent. Of this superlative power, Christ has declared 
himself to be the possessor. We must therefore con- 
clude, either that he declared that to be true which was 
absolutely false, or that his life was inherent; was i Aime 
self; was not derived; but was independent. If this dis- 
tinction between the natures of our Saviour be admitted, 
which the passage last quoted, as well as many others, go 
directly to establish; we can admit all that the ‘Chris- 
tian Disciple’? contends for with respect to the genuine- 
ness of a distinction between the Father and the Son, that 
is to say, between the divinity and humanity, which were 
in union in the Saviour, as being altogether as harmless 
to our doctrine as to his. For when we suppose the di- 
vinity to have assumed the human nature of our Saviour, 


we do by no means suppose that any transmutation took 
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place ; or that all things were true of the one of these na- 
tures after the incarnation, that were true of the other. 
The Christian Disciple seems, however, to lay.much 
stress upon these words of our Saviour, i.e. “*My Father 
is greater than I.”? He urges that Christ positively de- 
clared that his Father was greater than he; we grant the 
fact; but at the same time, we must be permitted to ask, 
if he had not spoken these words in a qualified and re- 
stricted sense, can we reasonably conceive that he would 
ever have used such an expression? Can it be supposed 
that any mere creature, especially such a creature as man 
7s, could ever be placed in circumstances, in which it 
would be necessary for him to tell his fellow creatures, 
that God was actually greater than himself? When 
common sense shall have answered this question, perhaps 
we shall perceive that the doctrine of a two-fold nature in 
Christ may be fairly inferred irom this apparent denial of 
it; and that his divinity may derive support from one of 
the most pointed expressions which a Socinian can urge 


to overturn it. 
JUSTITIA. 
Remarks concerning the Divine LOGOS. 

" ‘The LOGOS signifies the Divine and substantial word 
of God, i. e. the second person in the adorable Trinity. — 
This title is not taken from Plato or Philo, as some have 
immagined, (with whose writings there is no sufficient rea- 
son to think the Evangelists were acquainted) but from 
the scriptures of the Old Testament, and from the subse- 
quent style of the ancient Jews in conformity thereto. 

Christ is called the word of the Lord, Gen. 15,1. 1 
Sam. 3, 7, 21,&% 15,10. 1 Kings 13,9,17. The Tar- 


gums, or Chaldee paraphrasts frequently substitute the 


word of Jehovah, for Jehovah. Thus doth the Jerusalem 
Targum in Gen. 3, 22, and both thatand the Targum of 


Jonathan Ben. Uziel in Gen. 19. 24, and Onkelos on Gen. 
8. 8. for the voice of Jehovah-Aleim, has the voice of the 


word of Jehovah. The Jerusalem, on Gen. 1. 27. for the 
Alewm created man, has, the word of Jehovah created man. 
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And on Gen, 22. 14, it says, “Abraham worshipped and 
prayed in the name of the word of Jehovah, aid said, thou 
art Jehovah.” So Onkelos on Gen. 28. 20 21. ‘if the 
word of Jehovah will be my help, then the word of Jeho- 
vah shall be my God.” And both Onkelos and Jon. Ben 
Uz. on Deut. 18. 19. instead of I (Jeh.) will require it of 
him,’ substitute, ‘my word will require it of him;’ vene 
geance is the peculiar attribute of Jehovah; but that attri- 
bute is here ascribed to Christ; theretore, Christ, the LO- 
GOS, is Jehovah. | 
PARKHURST. 


UNITARIANISM CONSIDERED. 
Strictures on Campbell’s “address to professed Christians.” 
In the commencement of his work, Mr. Campbell lays 
down three propositions, which he usesas 4xvoms ‘1st 
That the christian religion is wholly the suvject of Di- 
vine revelation.” 

Qd. That it is clearly and fully expressed in Scripture, 
and ought to be presented, not in the words which man’s 
wisdom teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost teacheti.” 
If by asserting, that religion must be set forth by the 
teachings of the Holy Ghost, Mr. C. means, that it must 
be set forth in the precise words which the Holy Ghost 
inspired “holy men of old” to set it forth in, we have on- 
ly to say, that in this sense, the Holy Ghost did not teach 
his axioms; and therefore, in the very use of those Ax- 
ioms, by which he intends the establishment of his doce 
trine, he grossly violates the axioms so used. 

We are constrained to think Mr. C. does not here in- 
tend, the immediate, or direct teachings or influences of 
the Holy Ghost, or he would not number himself with 
those who virtually deny the influence of the Holy Ghost. 

His 3d axiom asserts, that a religion coming from God 
must be without contradictions. 

He then proceeds, at some length,to prove that there 
is but one God. Considering to whom he addresses him- 
self, (viz. to professed christians,) this really looks like 
Insulting a christian public. no christian denying the 
proposition. But perhans we are in an error, possibly, by 
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“professed Christians,” he only intends the sect that ex- 
clusively monopolizes the name, and to which we believe 
he belongs: If this be his meaning, we stand corrected ; 
for we acknowledge the propriety of his employing argu- 
ments to prove to thse, that there is only one God: For 
they generally hold the Father and Christ entirely distinct; 
holding the Father to be the Supreme God, and holding 
Christ to be God subordinately ; and as an unavoidable 
consequence admitting two Gods. 

He next assumes, that the unity of God is opposed to 
the doctrine of a Trinity. Under this head we looked for 
some attempt made, to expose a glaring contradiction 
between the doctrine of God’s unity and that ofa Trinity; 
but we looked in vain; for instead of this, after stating the 
Trinitarian doctrine, he dogmatically asserts, that it is 
no where found in Scripture, and then completes his 
gvand chmax by condemning the ‘Tirinitarian doctrine, 
by his first axiom. But all this time we hear nothing of 
how the Unity of God is opposed toa Trinity, until he re- 
fers back to it by saying, ‘we have clearly seen the Unity 
of God to be opposed toa Trinity.’ Astonishing! Where 
have we seen this opposition 2? Why good sir, it has not 
been named untilnow! and yet we have clearly seen it! 
Perhaps we again err: It may be that as this statement 
heads the chapter as its title, he thought it had been seen 
sufficiently clear. And this is the more probable, as he is 
constantly making unsupported assertions, and offering 
them for arguments. After all this, after ‘the Unity of 
God has been clearly seen to be opposed toa Trinity, 
by the incorporation of the sentiment in the title of ae 
chapter, we say, after all this ponderous might of argu- 
ment, Mr. C. triumphantly brings down all his great 
axioms at once and fully conde nns our whole scheme 2s 
heretical. 

To prove that there are not three persons in the God- 
head, Mr. C. with great confidence, quotes Gal. IH. 20. 
“God is one.” But donot all see that he unwarrantably 


» wrests this passage of holy writ? In addressing a people 
who had once believed in and worshiped (if they worship- 
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ed at all,) a multitude of Deities, the» Apostle would na- 
turally enough be led to speak of this fundamental error, 
and hold forth one God, in opposition to their numerous 
Idels. But Mr. C. thinks if there are three persons in the 
Godhead, the passage would have read ‘God is three 
persons” instead of “God is one,” but how unnatural 
would this have been, in speaking, as he was, of the Unity, 
and not of the personality of Deity. Mr. C. concludes on 
this text by asking, “can words more explicitely contra- 
dict the notion that God subsists in three persons than this 
passage!’ Why grave and sapient sir, this passage has 
exactly as much relation to, or bearing on the doctrine of 
the Tri-personality of Deity, as the passage, ‘‘Mathusela 
lived nine hundred sixty and nine years, and he died,” 
and the latter text might with as much propriety be ap- 
plied in proving against the Trinity as the former. 

(To be continued.) 





——— ees 


Missionary Intelligence. 
We have recently been favoured with a very interest- 
ing interview with the Missionary who is stationed at 
Camp Meigs, at Upper Sandusky. From him, we are 
happy to learn, that the mission is in a flourishing state, 
About 70 of the natives belong to the church—are faith- 
ful in their attendance on religious duties, and upon the 
whole, very exemplary in their deportment. There are 
45 children belonging to the missionary school at_ that 
place, and application has been made forthe admission 
of several more: and the Missionary is only prevented 
from having a considerable increase in his school, for 
want of requisit provisions. The children, we are in- 
formed, improve very rapidly in learning. ‘They are in- 
structed in common labour, as well as in /etters ; and in 
this respect, especially in their taste for labour, their pro- 
gress is as considerable, as in any other respect. Thus 
are Religion, Uaterature and the Arts of life, moving for- 
ward, hand m hand, among these (hereiofore) untaught 
sons of the for st; and in their sacred march, softening, 
refining and transforming, even the barbarous ferocious- 
ness of the savage, to the sweet mildness, and /amb-like 
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meekness of refined christianity. ‘Fius ts the wilderness 
budding, bloouing, ripening. “In the habitation of (mo- 
ral) Dragons, grass has grown up, with reeds and rush- 
es.” Awas, event ¢ King’shigh way, is found there, & 
the ved man ot the desert, is found waiking, running, re- 
joicing therein. : 

We ex pect, hereafter, to be able to lay before our rea- 
ders monthly, and regular accounts of. this. prosperous 
Mission. 





Testimony of the fathers concerning Christ. 
(Continued from page 14.) 

Believing, as we do, that every remove of time, from 
the period to which our faith has reference, adds a pro- 
portionate shade of uncertainty to the subject of our be- 
lief, or at least, that every such remove, proportionately 
increases the difficulty of arriving at moral certainty in re- 
lation to the matter of faith, we do consider the testimo- 
ny of the early Fathers of the Church, of the highest im- 
portance tothose who seek correct instruction in relation 
to the high claims and personal dignity, of the Author of 
our holy religion. We shall therefore make some fur- 
ther extracts from those early writers. 

Turtullian says, “The kingdom and the name of 
Christ are extended without limits; he is every where 
believed in ; he is worshipped in all nations ; he reigns 
every Where; he is adored every where; he is every 
where offered to the acceptance of all; with him is no 
respect to persons; he is King and Judge, God and 
Lord to all.” “There is one God the Father, and be- 
sides him there is none other, which he who infers, denies 
not the Son, but another God; for the Son-is not another 
God from the Father.” 

Of Christ, Hyppolytus says, that “Jesus Christ coming 
into the world, was both God and man; his manhood 
may be easily comprehended from «the several imbecili- 
ties which characterized the several sufferings that af- 
flicted him. But his Godhead’may be easily discerned 
from the adoration of angels, the numerous miracles 
which he performed, and the powers which he imparted: 
to his disciples.” 
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Arnobius, in his treatise to the Gentiles, argues the 
Divinity of Christ, from the miraculous works which he 
performed ; ‘He is” says he, ‘the God of the internal 
powers, he effected those wonders by the mere power of 
his own name.” 

Dionysius, in a letter, writes thus: “It is necessary 
that the Divine word should be one with the God of the 
Universe; and that’ the Holy Ghost should adhere and 
reside in God; it is likewise necessary that the Holy 
Trinity should converge into unity; and, as it were, 
draw toa point or summit, which is the Almighty God 
of the Universe.” 

Athenagoras, the Athenian Christian philosopher, says, 
*‘By the Son of God, and through him, were. all things 
made, the Father ard the Son being one; the Son being 
in the Father, and the Father in the Son, in the unity and 
power of the Spirit,” 

( To be continued.) 


SS SS 


INFIDEL INCONSISTENCIES. 

One of the most common, and most confidently urged 
objections of Infidels to Christianity 1s, that the system 
of réligion taught in the book of God’s revelation, con- 
tains inconsistencies, contradictions &c. but if we look 
into the works ef sceptical writers, we may, we presume, 
find in them, as many real irreconcileable inconsistencies, 
as they have found imaginary ones in the scriptures of 
Truth. The following specimen of this kind, we select 
from one of the most approved Infidel writers, to wit, 
Volney. 

In various places, Volney asserts, that no credit is due 
to the history of the creation Kc. as contained in the Old 
Testament, on account of the distance of time we are 
removed from the supposed period of those events: that, 
even aided by our records, we can have no knowledge of 
what transpired fear 6000 years ago; nay, more, he even 
affects to disbelieve the account of Jesus Christ, as con- 
tained in the New-Testament, on the same ground; though 
what is there recorded has only gone by 1 800 years. Now, 
if this objection had been worth any thing, Mr. Volney 
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has destroyed it effectually; for in p. 84 of vol. 2, he as- 
tonishes us immeasurably by declaring, that it iS estab- 
lished to a certainty, that notions of religion &c. began 
17,000 yearsago! And; thongh aided by all the records 
of the world, we can know nothiag of what transpired 
1800 years since, yet, so astonishing a revelation, has 
Mr. Volney’s Material God, or his boasted immutable 
laws of nature, or some other mysterious principle, (a 
thousand times more incomprehensible than the. myste- 
ries of Christianity,) madé to him, that unaided by any 
record, he conveniently travels back to the little ete? nity 
of seventeen thousand years, and to an absolute certain- 
ty, he says, establishes the point at which notions of 
God and religion began. And in p. 87 he tells even the 
very spot of their birth; viz: ‘on the borders of the V pper 
Nile, among a Slack race of men.’ 

Now, this, not only involves a gross and clumsy contra- 
diction, but it asserts what amounts to a greater miracie, 
than is recorded in the Holy Scriptures: and nothing but 
the honorable profession of Infidehty, saves him from the 
just charge of stupid credulity and fanaticism. 





THE RAINBOW. 

The following natural and moral philosophy of the rainbow, (for 
which we are indebted to the Dublin A rm, Mag.) while it may en- 
tertain and instruct the curious and philosophic mind, may equal- 
ly edify the pious mind and inspire the reverence of devotional 
feeling. 

‘“Refracted from yon eastern cloud, 
Bestriding earth, the grand ethereal bow 
Shoots up immense, and every hue unfolds, 
In fair proportion running from the red, 
To where the violet fades into the sky.”-—Tnomsown. 


It isa very beautiful appearance generally known by 
the appellation of the Rainbow or Iris ; bending across the 
sky in a majesctic circling form, painting the arched 
vault with a pleasing variety of beautiful colors: when it 
is viewed by the philosophic eye, it immediately stirs ~ 
an inclination to search for the cause of so curious and 
pleasing a phenomenon. 

To account for the production of the Rainbow, we are, 


“ 
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in the first place, to consider, thatit1is never seen but in 
the time of rain, or near it; and when the sun shines. Let 
it be understood then, that when a ray from the sun falls 
upon adrop of rain in a cloud, if it enters the upper part 
of the drop in a proper situation, it will, by refraction, be 
thrown upon the inner surtace of the back part of the drop; 
from thence it will be reflected to the lower part of the 
dzop, at which place urdergoing a seeond refraction, it 
will be bent towards the earth: and thus the rays of the 
sun, after one reflection, and two refractions, may come 


to the eye ofa spectator ; whose back is towards the sun, 
and his face towards the drop. 


When rays which are effectual; emerge from the drop 
after one reflection and two refractions, those which are 
most refrangible, will, at their emersion,make angles with 
the incident rays, different from those which are least re- 
frangible ; by which means the rays which produce the 
sensations of different colours, will be separated from one 
another. Hence it may be easily perceived, that some of 
the falling globules mav be in that position which will 
cause the rays that produce a rec colour to fall upon the 
eye, others next to them below will send forth orange- 
making rays,—the drops next to them will cast the yel- 
low-making rays,—and those successively in order below 
them, will refract the blue, indigo, and violet-makin 
rays to the eye; and thus, in a certain space in théycloud, 
all the colours will appear; and since, under the same an- 
gles, the same vhenomena will be produced, therefore an 
arch of this various coloured light must necessarily be 
produced in the clouds. The different sizes of the Rain- 
bows depend entirely upon the height of the sun at the 
time ; for when the sun is in the meridian, or high altitude, 
the bow will then be least to our sight, beiag but a smalk 
segment of a circle; but as the sun gets lower and lower, 
the bow will increase in height; and when the sun is in 
the horizon; or just setting, a bow at that time is as large 
as it can be, being very nearly semicircular. With.re- 
gard to the part of the sky in which the Rainbow appears, 
it Is always opposite to the sun, and this is an additiona! 
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THE GOSPEL TRUMPET. Si 


reason for concluding, that the appearance 1s occasioned 
by the rays of the sun shining upon the falling drops of 
rain. A similar bow is often observed among the waves 
of the sea, the upper parts of the waves being blown a- 
bout by the wind, and so falling down in drops: this is 
called the Marine Rainbow. This appearance is also 
sometimes seen by moon-light, though seldom vivid e- 
nough to render the different colours distinguishable; this 
is called the Lunar Rainbow. 


Rainbows are even sometimes seen upon the ground, 
when the sur shines on a very thick dew. All these are 
of the same nature, and are produced by the same causes 
as the common Rainbow. What a wonderful scenery of 
nature is here displayed, and yet those variegated beau- 
ties are the common objects of vision ; nevertheless, how 
few there are that understand the reason of them, and how 
much fewer that are any way anxious about them. 


Leaving philosophical discussions, let us turn this sub- 
ject to a spiritual account. By a perusal of Holy Writ, 
we discover that the Rainbow was placed in the clouds, 
as a pledge of inviolable fidelity and infinite mercy, (sce 
Gen. ix. 12—17.) How gracious and benevolent must 
that Being be, whoso often renews his covenant of 
kindness and mercy to his creatures ; and that too, in such 
a manner as to raise pleasing sensations in every breast, 
and to charm the eye of everv beholder. 


What Peter Martyr has said upon the subject of the 
Rainbow 1s richly deserving of particular attention. “The 
bow (says he) is a military instrument. Upon making 
leagues, and concluding a peace, neither arrows nor the 
string bent are to be seen; but the soldiers carry it, with 
its horns or extremities down to the earth ; but it is other- 
wise in the time of battle; then they draw its horns to- 
gether towards their face, that, aiming with the eye, they 
may throw their arrows at the enemy.” In like manner, 
God being reconciled, has taken out the string, removed 
the arrows, and turned the horns down to the earth; there- 
by assuring us, that his anger is appeased. 
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Ambrose, upon the words, “I do set my bow in the clouds,” says, 
“Notehis arrow, but his bow; the bow cannot hurt us, but the bow 
forewarns us of the arrow; and the string of the bow is to us-ward to 
show how unwilling God is to punish: he must first turn the bow and 
fix the arrow, before he canshoot atthe mark, This arrow being 
unprepared, indicates him to be the Father of mercies.” 

Concerning the célours of the Rainbow, Peter Martyr proceeds as 
follows: “From the matter, which is water, and from the nature of 
the colours, it appears to be a suitable symbol. For by this, God 
has promised, that for the future, he would so order the waters, that 
they should not destroy ali things; but what represses or restrains 
water more than heat; both contained in, and signified by light?” 
Grotius observes, that the three colours of the Rainbow represent the 
severity, mercy, and goodnessof God. Another learned man thinks, 
that the colours of the Rainbow, red fiery, and green, signify a mix- 
ture of holiness and mercy by means of blood: th: both these being 
manifested by the shedding of blood, may render God venerable 
and lovely in our eyes on account of these perfections of his na- 
ture. 

In the Revelation of St. John we have an account of a very mag- 
nificent vision, which will bear the following comment-—The adora- 
ble Saviour of the world, who had been the lamb slain, was beheld by 
the apostle, standing in the midst ofa resplendent throne, beautifully 
adorned with acircling Rainbow; and terribly dignified by the blaze 
of lightnings and the sound of thunders. Before this radiant throne 
were seven lamps of burning fire, beautifully emblematic of the di- 
vine Spirit, in all the rich variety of diversified operation, Around 
the august throne are four and twenty elders; each having the ha ps 
of God in their hands. They fall low in prostration before the throne 
they strike the golden lyres and sing. ‘Thou art worthy to take the 
book, and to open the seals thereof, for thou wast slain, and. hast re- 
deemed us to God by thy blood, out ofevery kindred,and tongue, and 
people, and nation.” 

With a word of advice to those who are careless and indifferent, 
[close my paper. The abounding mercy of God may be compared 
to the beautiful Rainbow. It isa bow without an arrow, i. e. without 
any hostile intention. But mercy abused, mercy slighted, will inevi- 
tably be exchanged for judgment. A continuance in a course of sin, 
fixes an arrow in the bow of mercy, which, sooner or later, will pierce 
the sinner to the heart. | 
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EDITORIAL NOTICE. 

As the plan of our work does not admit of a uniform arrangement 
of our original matter, and as many of our patrens have expressed a 
wish to have some uniform clue, whereby to distinguish our own ori- 
ginal productions from extracts, communications &c. we shall in fu- 
ture, distinguish our own, from other productions, by Ed. 
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